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With due respect to the other brothers in your esteemed 
medical fraternity, I think that lattimer does not know his 
ass from his elbow either about the published record concerning 
CE 399 and the wounds that it allegedly caused, or about legitimate 
ways of ballistic testing. Prom what I read in lattimer’s 
article, it is clear that he understands neither the substance 
nor the nature of criticism and critics of the 1R. 

His disguised rebuke of the critics 

.for presenting only the side view of 399 is unfair, to say the 
'least, for it is the snarly Commission's own picture that the critics 
use and the only picture that was taken before a sliver was shaved 
from the nose of the bullet (if others were taken, they did not 
get into the record). My estimate of lattimer was hardly increased 
when I noted that he too tad uses the same picture ( tilted in a 
different direction from the way it is tilted in the WC’s depiction; 
whom does he think he ’ s kidding? ) . 

His description of both X-rays as preoperative is false, The 
X-ray of Connally’s thing thigh is postoperative, I am sure. In 
regard to Connally’ s thigh, Lattimer has ignored reports that a 
fragment (or fragments) v?ere removed from the thigh before the 
X-ray was made (e.g., J. Thompson, Six Seconds , p.174 n.; Ramparts . 
Eov. 1966, p.48f.; and others, including some early news reports) . 
Ought he not also to cite Sr Shaw who describes " seven or eight” 
fragments visible in the ivrist X-ray and asserted that there are 
probably many more than are visible, since the X-ray cannot i±sidda^H± 
distinguish fragments that are in line with one another. 

Lattimer’ s failure ±k even to mention the fragment on 
Connally’ s rib can only be described as dishonest. As you know, 
there is much more to be said about the number and weight of 
Zx&k fragments in JO alone, but here I mant ion only a few points. 

It would be interesting to know what Lattimer thinks of the 
fragments that the Clark Panriel noted in the X-rays of JFK’s 
neck area; I believe the Panel refers to them as "several" . 

Squeezing the bullets in a vice to reproduce 399 is fruitless 
except as a piece of deception. Emphasis on the ” great force” 
that is required in so squeezing them is a further piece of 
deception — you or I could accomplish the same thing with a mild 
blow of a hammer, or even with a vigorous press with a pair of 
p liars. 

Of the penetrating ability of the bullet, there is only 
this to say: Ur Olivier performed several tests allegedly 

simulating the bodies involved (although there was no provision 
for simulating resist gnt skin or hard bone); in none of them did 
he succeed in getting the required amount of penetration — none . 
Notwithstanding the ability of the bullets to penetrate numerous 
pine boards, the same bullets cannot reproduce the circumstances 
that are attributed to^^-; I say ” cannot” with reference to 
my knowledge of "have not”. 

Shaving fragments of pre-established weight into the thinnest 
possible slivers is more cheating. ±t implies that bullets fragment 
in slivers; they do not. They fragment in chunks. 

I must stop this meandering monologue. M3P rage is getting 




the better of me, for can 1 t st ana experts who behave like 
nincompoops. 

If yon want to smash Lattimer, then do this: Select ten 

cartridges at random. 'Pull the bullets of five of them by 
the inertia method and weigh each. Then fire the other five 
into a rolled mattress and -weigh them; also get a good look 
at their bases. I won’t' predict the results, except to say 
that they will give you something to write about. What the 
hell, let me predict. 1 think that you will .find that the 
fired bullets weigh 1 to 3 grains less than the unfired bullets. 

If you get usable results, then take good photos of your 
tests and compare them with 399. I think too that you will 
.find some flattening along a longitudinal sx asis, as with 399. 

At the same time, get photos of Frasier l s two. test bullets 
and. compare them ’with what you already have. In the few photss 
that I have seen of the test bullets, I note some lead protruding 
from the base (as in 399); I attribute that to the bullets being 
squeeze^ in the same way that 399 was squeezed. 

These are things that I had hoped -to do myself when I got 
the time and proper equipment, but if it bears on what you are 
doing, go ahead ahd fire the test, weigh the bullets, collect 
the photos, and wit e it up, 

I resisted bringing up this matter not because I wanted 
to do it myself, but because I am not absolutely certain of the 
results and didn’t want to recommend that anyone else take the 
trouble to find out. hut if I had the equipment, the first thing 
I would do is try to reproduce the ganersl characteristics of 
399, and I think that a rolled matress will do it . 

If you do any work on this, you can claim it as your own. 

Harold has a good photo of the base of 399. I saw it, but 
did not "study” it. Even so, I remember some features well. 

I cannot recall any aspect of the exposed lead which suggested 
that it was ” scooped out” , aiid I don’t remember any striations 
on the lead which might indicate that it had. rubbed against 
anything hard enough to scrape off the metal. The IT scooped out n 
business seems another piece of fakery. Although I have' not 
seen the bases on unfired WGG bullets, I suspect that they are 
concave, just like other sat full metal case bullets. If the 
base of 399 is concave, I suspect that it is not because it was 
"scooped out" , but because it was made that way . 

1*1 gat a copy of Harold’s picture of the 399 base later 
from the Archives, for now I would like to see it again. Possibly 
also i ? ll ge t pictures of the bases of Frazier ’ s tests, for 
I think they will tell much more than Lattimer’s vice -squeezed 
bullets, 

I just got your letter about the package that didn T t arrive. 

I knew nothing about it, for Customs did not inform me that one 
was being held. Apparently this is the' first one that didn’t 
make it through. 

I still don’t have the Archives photos from iiarold, so I 
can’t comment on the cartridge cases yet. 
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